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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT

DIVISION FIVE
THE PEOPLE, B163601
Plaintiff and Respondent, (Los Angeles County
Super. Ct. No. BA235674)
V.
WILLIAM LEE,

Defendant and Appellant.

APPEAL from a judgment of the Superior Court of Los Angeles County. Alice E.
Altoon, Judge. Affirmed.

Law Offices of Allen G. Weinberg, Derek K. Kowata, under appointment by the
Court of Appeal, for Defendant and Appellant.

No appearance on behalf of Plaintiff and Respondent.




Defendant and appellant William Lee was convicted after a jury trial of selling a
controlled substance (Health & Saf. Code, § 11352, subd. (a)). Sentenced to eight years
in state prison for this offense—the mid term of four years doubled pursuant to Penal
Code sections 667, subdivisions (b) through (i) and 1170.12, subdivisions (a) through
(d)—he appeals his conviction and sentence. We appointed counsel to represent
appellant on appeal.

After examination of the record, counsel filed an opening brief in which no issues
were raised. Appellant’s counsel advised him that he had 30 days within which to
personally submit any contentions or issues which he wished this court to consider. On
April 24, 2003, we advised appellant that he had 30 days within which to file a
supplemental brief. That time period was extended until June 23, 2003 at the request of
appellant’s counsel. Appellant’s supplemental brief was filed on June 10, 2003.

We have examined the entire record and are satisfied that appellant’s attorney has
fully complied with his responsibilities and that no arguable issues exist. (Smith v.
Robbins (2000) 528 U.S. 259, 278-284 [120 S.Ct. 746, 760-763]; People v. Wende (1979)
25 Cal.3d 436, 441.)

DISPOSITION

The judgment is affirmed.
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MOSK, J.

We concur:

TURNER, P.J. ARMSTRONG, J.



